(1) I have no doubt whatever that CBS conceived and executed its Moeuxaestary” in 
an attempt to rehabilitate the disintegrating Warren Report and to reverse the 
increasing trend of public opiMon to dotet and repudiate the preposterous 
and discredited findings of the Warren Commission* In ray opinion* CBS was 
determined at all costs to restore confidence in the Report, even if this 
required unscrupulous methods* the CBS Sows Inquiry was in no way an impartial 
fact-finding process; it was a massive, expensive, and deliberate piece of 
propaganda to promts public acceptance of Goverrsnexit truth* In fact, I have 
the impression that the whole effort boamranged, because it was so blatant and 
transparent a propaganda showpiece* 

(8) The blurring of certain frames of tits Zspruder film and the possible correlation 
of the blurred, frames with rifle shots wsts first postulated by researcher Hay Marcus, 
in 1965, in an unpublished critique; said by Harold Weisberg in his 1966 book TMtewash* 
GBS was not about to give critics of the Warren Report credit for this discovery but " ur 
dymic al ly and dishonestly attributed the discovery to Dr* Alvarea and to CBS itself* 

In other circumstances , one might reus'd this as one of many examples of parallel 
discovery by independent researchers; bid. in this case, it seems a clear instance 
of usurpation, because CBS was in possession of the book itiitewasli for more than a 
year before its so-called "news inquiry.* 1 

As to the significance of the blurred Barnes, I do not feel competent personally 
to form ary categorical conclusion* I viould only point out that while CBS cited 
three blurred frames, numbers 190, 22?, ste 318, there are two more frames which are 
equally blurred which CBS did rot isentloifc— isvijers 195 and 203. If the correlation 
between blurred frames and rifle shots is valid, the evidence would then suggest up 
to five shots, at intervals entirely too brief in some cases to be accounted for by 
a single bolt-action rifle* The alleged; assassination rifle requires 2*3 seconds 
or U2 frames between shots* % that yardstick, CBS has a problem even with the 
three frames it cited, excluding the two additional frames I have mentioned* 

CBS cited frames 190, 227, and 318; but the interval between frames 19G and 22? 
is only 3? frames, which is less than the; required siMaum of h2 frames bbetweea 
shots from the alleged assassination rifle* 

($) The CBS theory of an earlier first shot that missed ttepemte is predicated, on 
the single-bullet theory* since CBS agrees with the 1mm Commissions conclusion 
that a total of only three shots wars fired. But it is impossible to accept tte 
single-bullet theory. There is a preponderence of conclusive evidence against a 
single-bullet hypothesis* Therefore, I could accept an earlier first shot, whether 
it missed or hit, only on the basis of a total of MmmimSm at least four and 
possibly five shots, fired from at least two different locations. This is 
exactly ishat the early hit position taken by various critics postulates— raore than 
three shots, some _ of which were fired from behind the car but not necessarily fro® 
the sixth-floor window of tte Depository, and some of which were fired from in front 
of the car, from the right* 

(k) The trouble with Dr* Helpers* s analysis of tte Zaprudsr film and his conclusion 
that the first shot could have 'been fired as early as frame 166, before tte car 
vanished behind tte tree foliage, is that h© ignores the problem of the trajectory 
of tte so-called bullet that struck the President in tte back of the neck ate 
supposedly exited at tte Adam* s apple, at an angle of dec linatio n of about 1?°. 
lhat trajectory correlates with a shot between frames 210 ate 225* If there was 
an earlier hit, iet*s say at frame 186, witen the Presidential car was closer to 
the Depository, the trajectory would be kf, not 1? and a fraction. Ate if the 
hit was still earlier, at frame 166* tte trajectory would increase to perhaps 65° * 

At that angle, a bullet striking the back of tte neck could not exit at the Adam *9 
apple. We would be left where we wore o:a the day of the assassination— with an 
TOUnd at Adates apple, which is exactly that I believe personally 
was the case* But this is hardly what Dr. Helpern intended to argue* He was 

trying to salvage tee loae assassin, theory* But Ms argument of a hit at or before 
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frame 166 only raises a whole series of sew problems which leave tbs Mm— assassin 
theory in shambles. 

(5) *fbe CBS rixle tests better simulated the conditions at the assassination scene 
as reconstructed by the Warren Cesimsission bat CSS, like the CksisMssiQH, 11000 . ©sport 
riflemen instead of marksmen whose skill was comparable with Oswald *s poor rifle 
capability — which is a matter of record. liven so, in 1? out of 3? attests the 
CBS riflemen were unable to fire three shots within 7-1/2 seconds, while is those 
cases^wnsre 3 shots were xired within this time— span, there was an average of 1.2 
hits in 3 tries. ^ What the CBS tests proved was that even rifle experts had 
considerable difficulty 1 x 1 mMewing the feat attributed to a lackluster rifleman 
like Oswald and that they failed repeatedly to match Ms supposed speed and 
accuracy. In my opiMon, the CBS tests- merely corroborated strengthened 

the conclusion that it was impossible for a marksman like Oswald to fire three 
shots with two or even three hits in the time-span stipulated in the Warren Report, 

(6) I believe that the single-ballet theory originated out of the barren Commission* s 
desperation to prove that Oswald was the lone assassin even though the evidence it 
elicited cane into conflict with feat assumption, and ultimately proved it absolutely 
Mipossxble. The interval between the first shot that hit the President and the 

shot that Mt the Governor was too short for both bullets to have come from the 
alle ged assassination rifle. This posed a prime facie case for separate shots 
from two separate rifles. If the interval was arbitrarily increased, by an earlier 
President or a later hit on tte (tov&map, it would raise a horrible new 
oil xlculty -i. ir st , that these shots oouM not have come from tie sixth-floor window, 
because of obstruction of view in the case of an earlier shot at the President and 
because the Governor was not in position to be hit from that location after frame 2tfi 
according to expert testaaory? secondly, because it would mean that the maladroit 
mark^an^o^ald had _ achieved three bits in three tries, while even rifle masters 

quaiofied to shoot in Olympic competition could not do under much less rigorous 
conditions « * 

t! Zr S ^ esperate dilem2 ' a » ±n W opinion, that spurred the contrived single- 
Doilet lypotnesxs, apparently formulated by the inventive Arlen Specter. All the 
ev3.^»5e xs against this preposterous theory, but the barren Report deceitfully and 
dxshonestly pretends that all the evidence indicates that one bullet inflicted all 

rfLi h %T°TS rn ° r 23x1 tliat the stretcher billet specifically would have 

dm^ all the mix-fa ual damage inflicted on the President aid the Governor by 
stMMng both men. Even a QmmSmism lawyer, Tfesley Mebeler, admitted during 
a pihlac dxscussxant at tie fhoater for Idea® on September 30, 1966 , the 
fff® rtx ? a Report that Ml the evidence supports the one-bullet 

is nTcwf 2S ^„ oorrect - ti » Kwort is TOJug In that respect, art there 

CBS presented the single-bullet theory in the most favorable light possible but 

s?iS S f ,S eao S nea 2 s strenethemn., the ££ tbf 

P* tes4s pitwed that «t one Of the test Mists 

sone in the simulated wrist, and mm was able to 

pertteats atastate* thigh. a* in itself is devastating tTtlTs^efuUet 

SfSi thB « is the fsSfthSrSs 

mt rem^SSi f btCQet * this X infer that CBS did 

t that ress*W<J ths virtually pristine stretcher bullet. I 

m*ote to CJS immediately after %t& ao-caltei xmm iarniiy reoues&i nr ohorfcopr^nh^ 

or detailed descMptions of the tort InOJats, and o2er^i^ £l2£ta 
yiat my request would be refused that I s<sid that it had been refused. i« the 
^nuswipu °f a review of the CBS production which I wrote for publication in the 
teptamber laws of The Minority of Om, tno weeks before tte offlci^mSsS 
arrived from a Mgh official of CBS# Up mt result of ^ osS^Sn 

with respect uo the stretcher bullet and wound penetration tests is to convince 




